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Nothing, however, came out of this plan, and the Arch-
bishops proceeded with their investigation. After hearing the
arguments of Counsel on both sides, they delivered their judg-
ment, which was actually the composition of Temple, though
his colleague of York, Dr. Maclagan, concurred. Both incense
and processional lights were condemned as contrary to the law
of the Church of England. In May 1900 this decision was fol-
lowed by another against Reservation of the Blessed Sacra-
ment, Dr. Temple this time acting on his own authority with-
out the support of the Archbishop of York. *I am obliged to de-
cide,' he concluded, after setting out the arguments at length,
'that the Church of England does not at present allow Reserva-
tion in any form.'3 Those who disagreed with him were en-
titled to try to change the law, but were not justified in breaking
it. 'Nothing can be worse than the opinion/ Halifax wrote to
Birkbeck; "but its very evil will "work its cure. . . . The Arch-
bishops must be demented/4

These rulings found the English Church Union divided be-
tween the extremists who wished to treat them as a casus belli
against the episcopate, the moderates, who were ready, for the
sake of peace, to acquiesce, and a central party, led by the Presi-
dent, which favoured neither war nor surrender, but negotia-
tion, accompanied by vigorous criticism. Halifax had given his
opinion in a letter which he wrote to Riley at the end of Janu-
ary 1899:

What I feel as to our crisis is that while we can agree with the
Bishops as to regulations of such matters as Incense, and Reserva-
tion in view of the present circumstances, what we cannot agree to
is their being condemned &s forbidden by the Prayer Book. As Canon
Boyd said to me in regard to the Archbishops' Charge, *We are
given tilings, as things tolerated, instead of things as our right/

But once admit that Catholic doctrine and Catholic practice are
only tolerated by the Ch: of England, and you have cut the throat